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THE LESSONS ON THE ACTS. 


WE begin this month a course of lessons 
on the ‘* Acts of the Apostles.” We do not 
propose to divide the book into lessons of 
a half dozen or a dozen verses each, and 
ask all the questions that they suggest, nor 
to direct the mind to every thing in the 
book that can be considered with profit. 
It is our purpose to call attention to the 
historical outline it presents, the doctrines 
it contains, and some of the practical les- 
sons to be drawn from it. We shall call 
attention sometimes to words and phrases 
simply because they need explanation, but 
to do so will not be our chief aim. We 
announced in the ‘‘Guide” for January, 
that it was our intention to treat the subject 
historically and practically, and to keep the 
historical part distinct- from the practical, 
so that those wishing to use but one could 
do so; but that this plan was liable to be 
modified or entirely changed. This plan 
was suggested by the need and demand on 
the one hand that those who attend our Sun- 
day Schools for several years shall be able 
to get there some systematic and definite 
knowledge of what the Bible contains, and 
by the equal need and demand on the other 
hand that children shall be instructed in 
religion as well as about it. We found, 
however, on further consideration, that the 
plan we at first contemplated was neither so 
easy nor so desirable as we had thought. 
We found a demand for doctrinal teach- 
ing as well as historical and practical, and 
the wisdom and justice of this demand we 
were ready to concede. We found, too, 
that some difficult texts could not well be 
passed over without an attempt to explain 
them. The plan we have adopted proposes 


not only historical and practical instruction, 
but also doctrinal, and, to some extent, 
exegetical. We have made no sharp divis- 
ions, but left it for superintendents and 
teachers to lay stress on such part of the 
lessons as they choose. The ‘‘ Historical 
Outline” and ‘‘ Primary” division must 
be, of necessity, dogmatic; for the former 
must teach what the Book of Acts contains, 
and the latter, if the questions are to have 
printed answers, what the editor of the 
Lessons believes. The ‘“ Intermediate” 
division will be less positive, while the 
** Advanced” will provide for the largest 
freedom of thought, and suggest for con- 
sideration profound subjects in theology as 
well as practical religious topics. 

The form of the Lessons has been almost 
entirely changed. We have omitted the 
verse of poetry at the head of each lesson, 
because we could find hardly a school that 
used it or considered it of much account. 


We have omitted the ‘* Scripture Reading” 
with the exception of one verse, because 
there would seldom be room to insert all 
the verses covered by the lesson, and be- 
cause every teacher and scholar, except the 
youngest, should have a Bible in the class 
as well as a lesson-paper. We have omit- 
ted the ** Central Truth,” because frequent- 
ly there will be none; or rather, we should 
say, because the central,truth will be what 
the superintendent or teacher chooses to 
make it: an historical statement, a Christian 
doctrine, or a practical.truth.. The central 
truth in a chapter usually will depend on 
how you are considering the chapter. 

We have introduced into: the Lessons 
a ‘*Golden Text,” partly as a matter of 


taste, and partly that scholars may have a 
‘striking verse in each lesson. to. commit to 
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memory. We have introduced the ‘‘ His- 
torical Outline” that all may see at a glance 
the leading facts presented in the lesson, 
and fix them in the mind by committing to 
memory a few short sentences. While we 
have made three divisions of each lesson, — 
‘¢‘Primary,” “Intermediate,” and ‘‘ Ad- 
vanced,” — we have inserted each of these 
words in a parenthesis, and hope that not 
much regard will be paid to them. Young 
scholars need not stop at the word ‘“inter- 
mediate” if they have time and capacity to 
go further; older scholars ought to begin 
with the ‘primary ” questions, and need 
not stop at the ‘‘ advanced” outline, nor 
need Bible classes for whom this outline is 
chiefly intended, confine themselves to the 
hints contained in it: frequently, the 
intermediate questions will be quite as in- 
teresting and profitable for them to con- 
sider. It would be better if teachers, each 
Sunday, would indicate to their classes por- 
tions of the lesson for the next Sunday, 
which they wish them to learn, instead of 
leaving them to be guided by divisions 
which we have made, and which may not 
be adapted to their particular needs. The 
questions for a General Examination and 
Review, which we have added to the Lessons, 
are designed for the use of superintendents 
in making an examination of their schools, 
and teachers in -reviewing their classes. 
Answers to these questions will be found 
for the most part in the Historical Outline. 
If they are asked frequently, it will serve 
to fix for life in the minds of the scholars 
the principal points in the Book of Acts. 
We hardly need suggest that the Lessons, 
as now arranged, can be used in several 
ways, and adapted to the wants of almost 
any school or class. 1. The Primary, In- 
termediate, and Advanced divisions can be 
used respectively by young scholars, older 
ones, and advanced classes. 2. In addition 
to this, the Historical Outline can be learned 
and recited by the scholars, or they may be 
examined in it. 38. The Historical Outline 
and the questions for a General Examina- 
tion and Review can be made the lesson, 
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—a good course for some classes, and, per- 
haps, some schools, when the time for reci- 
tation is short. 4. The Historical Outline 
can be learned by the whole school (except 
the youngest classes), and a general exami- 
nation in it made, where a part or all of 
the classes use manuals on other subjects, — 
a good course, in some instances, for minis- 
ters to pursue with their schools. 5. The 
Scripture Reading can be made the lesson, 
and the lesson-paper used simply to help 
suggest topics for consideratioh, — a good 
course for those who do not like printed 
questions. 

Which of these courses is to be preferred 
depends on a variety of circumstances, — 
such as, who the minister is, who the super- 
intendent is, who the teachers are, who the 
scholars are, how long the session of the 
school is, and how much of it is allotted to 
class-lessons. Some ministers take a deep 
interest in the Sunday School, prepare for 
it, go into it, address it, examine it; and 
others do not. Some superintendents pre- 
pare themselves for each Sunday’s lesson, 
and others do not. Some teachers have time 
at their command in which to prepare them- 
selves, and books at hand to help them; are 
educated, studious, faithful, interested : and 
others have none of these qualifications and 
advantages. Some scholars are regular in 
their attendance, prepared for their recita- 
tions, attentive to all that is said in the 
class; and others quite the reverse. We 
should say, however, that for the average 
Sunday School, holding a session of an 
hour’s length, or more, the best course 
would be the following: Let all (except 
the infant-class) learn the Golden Text 
and Historical Outline; let each teacher 
use the Lessons in the way that he finds 
best for his class; let the superintendent, 
or minister, examine the school again and 
again by asking the questions for General 
Examination and Review, or others of a like 
character. ‘This, we are confident, would 
prove to be an interesting and useful exer- 
cise in nine schools out of ten. 

It is our intention to occupy three months 
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with the first twelve chapters of the Acts, 
and then a much longer time with the rest 
of the book, which is devoted to one of the 
most interesting subjects in the Bible, — 
the Life of the Apostle Paul. Maps will ac- 
company the Lessons as often as needed, 
and we hope no desirable help that we can 
furnish teachers or scholars will be wanting. 


WORKS ON THE ACTS. 


We give the following list of books 
which may be consulted with profit in con- 
nection with the study of the whole, or the 
first twelve chapters, of the Book of Acts. 
A list pertaining to the life of Paul will 
be given when we come to the chapters 
which contain his life. Works adapted 
only to theologians are omitted. Those 
which teachers and older scholars will find 
especially valuable are designated by an 
asterisk. Some of not much value are 
named because accessible, and better than 
none. 

Commentaries on the Acts by *Livermore 
(Unitarian), *Page (Universalist), *Barnes 
(Presbyterian), and *Hackett (Baptist). 
*Neander’s ‘‘ History of the Planting and 
Training of Christianity;” ‘‘ Kitto’s Il- 
lustrated History of the Holy Bible,” 
pp. 557-622; ‘‘ The Apostles,” by Reé- 
nan; *** Schaff’s History of the Apostolic 
Church ; ” **‘ Schaff’s History of the Chris- 
tian Church,” pp. 30-140 ; *‘* Milman’s His- 
tory of Christianity,” Book II., Chs. I., IL., 
UII.; ‘‘ Mosheim’s Church of the First 
Three Centuries,” Vol. I., pp. 98-114; 
“*Giesler’s Ecclesiastical History,” Vol L., 
pp. 46-61; *‘*Smith’s Concise Dictionary 
of the Bible” (all others are useful). 
*** Noyes’s Translation of the New ‘Testa- 
ment.” As we proceed with the Lessons, 
we shall give references to works treating 
special subjects under consideration. 


Dark to be true; nothing can need a lie: 
A fault which needs it most grows two thereby. 
GEORGE HERwERT. 
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LESSON XIV. 


THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 


Tux Book of Acts, which will form the 
basis of our Sunday-School Lessons for sev- 
eral months, was written by Luke, the author 
of the third Gospel. Not much is known of 
him. It appears from Col. iv. 14, that he 
was a physician; and the general voice of 
antiquity represents him as having belonged 
to the medical profession. The fact that 
no other writer in the New Testament uses 
such technical precision in speaking of dis- 
eases, helps confirm this view. He was a 
companion of Paul during a part of the 
Apostle’s life. He accompanied him on 
his first journey from Troas to Philippi, 
went with him to Jerusalem, was with him 
at the close of his imprisonment at Cesarea, 
proceeded with him on his voyage to Rome, 
and continued to be associated with him 
down to the latest period of his life of which 
any record remains. The Apostle men- 
tions Luke as residing with him at Rome, 
in Col. iv. 14., Phil. v. 24., and 2 Tim. 
iv. Li. 

It has been argued that the fact that the 
first person plural is used several times in 
the Book of Acts, from the sixteenth chap- 
ter onwards, is not conclusive evidence that 
the writer was a companion of Paul at the 
time, since he may have used notes taken 
by Timothy or some other of Paul’s com- 
panions. It is a sufficient reply that one 
style runs through the book ; that the ad- 
dresses reported in it contain the impress 
of the writer, as well as of the speakers; 
and that it is not reasonable to suppose that 
in working up notes or documents of any 
kind pertaining to Paul’s journeys, pre- 
pared by another, he left the word ‘‘ we” 
unchanged. Says Rénan, and on this point 
we agree with him: ‘‘T persist in believing 
that the last writer or editor of the Acts is 
really that disciple of Paul who used the 
‘we’ in the concluding chapters.” 

We suppose the Book to have been writ- 
ten about A.D. 63. It could not have been 
written earlier, for Paul arrived at Rome 
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in A.D. 61; and it is related in the last 
chapter of the Book, that ‘‘ he dwelt (in 
that city) two whole years in his own hired 
house.” The Book terminates abruptly with- 
out allusion to the closing scenes of Paul’s 
life, for the reason, we doubt not, that 
they had not transpired at the time of writ- 
ing. -It is evident that the work was writ- 
ten independently of Paul’s epistles; and 
this hardly could have happened as late as 
A.D. 80, a date which some excellent crit- 
ics, like Bleek, assign to it. Undoubtedly, 
the place of writing was Rome. 

We believe the design of Luke, in writ- 
ing the Acts, was to relate what he knew 
about the progress of Christianity from the 
time of Christ’s ascension, to the imprison- 
ment of Paul at Rome. Having written a 
life of Christ, he thought it proper to sup- 
plement it with an account of the spread of 
his religion after he left the earth. He had 
been a companion of Paul eleven years; 
he had heard him relate the accounts of his 
conversion and early ministry; he was 
acquainted with his spirit and purpose; he 
had been with him at Jerusalem, and seen 
there the other apostles, or, at least, some 
of them; he had heard some of them, 
especially Peter, narrate their labors and 
fortunes; he had in his possession reports, 
sketches, notes, of what had been said and 
done by some of the apostles at various 
times within a third of a century. He had 
superior facilities for writing a brief history 
of the Christian religion from the ascension 
of its Founder, to near the close of its chief 
Apostle’s earthly career; and, like a man 
of good common sense, he undertook the 
task. While we do not suppose that he was 
infallibly inspired, we do suppose that he 
meant to tell the truth, and that he has suc- 
ceeded well in doing it. We believe in the 
possibility of miracles; if we did not, we 
should land in pantheism. We believe that 
they actually have been wrought; if we did 
not, we should not know what testimony of 
others to receive. We do not wonder that 
the apostles were enabled to perform them ; 
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by. the supernatural events which Luke 
narrates. We regard his work as, in the 
main, true and impartial. That it is com- 
plete, containing all the acts of all the 
apostles, nobody claims. 

There is a theory that the Book of Acts 
is not the simple historical sketch we 
believe it to be. The design of the Book, 
it is said, was far different. It is claimed 
by German theologians, of what is known 
as the Tiibingen school, and by their fol- 
lowers, of whom there are some on both 
sides of the Atlantic, that there were in the 
early church two antagonistic parties, — 
the Petrine and the Pauline. Peter and 
his disciples were conservative; Paul and 
his were radical. The Petrine party re- 
garded Christianity as merely an appendage 
to Judaism. The Pauline one as indepen- 
dent of Judaism, and vastly superior to it. 
Controversy went on. The two parties 
remained. The Book of Acts, it is claimed, 
was written about A.D. 125, by a member 
of the Pauline ‘party, for the purpose of 
promoting peace between the two. Peter 
and Paul had been hostile to each other; 
but this unknown author conceived and 
carried into execution the plan of writing a 
book representing them as believing, say- 
ing, and doing almost precisely alike. He 
makes Peter work miracles, and Paul par- 
allel ones. He makes Peter interpret 
prophecy in a certain way, and Paul in the 
same way. He makes Peter see a vision, 
and Paula similar one. He makes Peter 
extend his preaching to the Gentiles, and 
put them on a level with the Jews; and 
Paul, everywhere he goes, preach to the 
Jews first and the Gentiles afterwards. 
He has only the slightest historical basis. 
Facts are warped, twisted, and bent to the 
theory he has to maintain. Now he puts 
a speech into the mouth of Peter, and then 
asimilar one into the mouth of Paul. .The 
documents he has at hand, and the tradi- 
tions and legends with which he is familiar, 
are expanded, contracted, or modified as 
the occasion requires. He adds, omits, 


and therefore we are not seriously troubled | and changes to suit his purpose. His aim 
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is peace — the reconciliation to each other 
of the followers of Peter and the followers 
of Paul, by making them believe that the 
two great Apostles thought, felt, and acted 
alike; and, to bring it about, he abandons 
truth and resorts to fiction, falsehood, and 
forgery. — 

Now we do not doubt that there were 
parties in the primitive church. The New 
Testament plainly shows it. We do not 
doubt that Luke, like every other his- 
torian, has tinged his work, to some 
extent, with his own characteristics and 
opinions; the Book of Acts contains some 
traces of them. But, farther than this, we 
not only doubt, but deny. The position 
taken by the Tiibengen school on the sub- 
ject is utterly untenable. It is rendered so 
by the evidence that the Book was written 
at a much earlier date than that school 
assigns to it, by the moral tone that per- 
vades it, by the relation in which it stands 
to Paul’s epistles, by the fact that the state- 
ments in it, considered as a whole, do not 
sustain this theory, but strongly refute it; 
and by its unfitness to secure the end for 
which this theory claims that it was de- 
signed. 

We have recently examined the Book of 
Acts anew. We have reconsidered the 
various arguments for and against its gen- 
uineness. The result is, that we never 
believed so firmly as now, that it was writ- 
ten by Luke, the Evangelist, about A.D. 
63, for the purpose of relating what he had 
seen and been able to gather about the 
spread of the Christian religion, from the 
ascension of Christ to the date of writing. 

Rererences, In the Lessons we have 
referred to Bible dictionaries, commenta- 


ries, Introductions to the New Testament, 
' and Higginson’s ‘‘ Spirit of the Bible,” for 


accounts of the authorship, divisions, de- 
sign, and date of the Acts. 

The best works to consult are ‘‘ Bleek’s 
Introduction to the New Testament,” Vol. 
I. pp. 347-376; De Wette’s ‘ Introduc- 
tion to the New Testament,” pp. 215-342 ; 
Hackett’s ‘‘Commentary on the Acts,” 
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pp. 11-30; ‘‘The Apostles,” by Rénan, 
pp. 18-23. The Theory of the Tiibengen 
School (Baur, especially) is maintained in 
Davidson’s ‘‘ Introduction to the New Tes- 
tament” (new edition), Vol. II. pp. 196- 
290. It is examined and refuted in Fisher’s 
‘« Essays on the Supernatural Origin of 
Christianity,” pp. 203-282. 


LESSON XY. 
Acts I. 1— II. 13. 


1. The Ascension. Forty days after the 
resurrection of Christ, the ascension took 
place. The evidence of this event is not © 
so strong as that of the resurrection, but 
grant that the resurrection occurred, and 
the ascension logically follows. Says Nean- 
der, ‘‘ How could the resurrection of Christ 
have been to the disciples the groundwork 
of their belief in everlasting life, if it had 
been again followed by his death? With 
the death of Christ, the faith, especially in 
his resurrection and reappearance, must 
again, of necessity, have sunk away. 
Christ would again have appeared to them 
an ordinary man; their belief in him as 
the Messiah would have suffered a violent 
shock. How, in this manner, could that 
conviction of the exaltation of Christ have 
formed itself within them, which we find 
expressed ‘in their writings with so much 
force and precision ?” 

2. The Choice of Matthias. After the 
ascension of Jesus from the Mount of 
Olives, the eleven apostles returned to | 
Jerusalem, where, going up into an upper 
room, they “all continued with one accord 
in prayer and supplication, with the women, 
and Mary, the mother of Jesus, and with 
his brethren.” Not long after, Peter 
suggested that a successor to Judas should 
be appointed. His suggestion was heeded. 
Two were nominated for the office, Joseph 
and Matthias. Their names were written 
on slips of parchment, and, with blank 
slips, put into a box or vase. The divine 
aid was sought, the slips were shaken up, 
and the first name drawn decided the 
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choice. The use of the lot was not un- 
common among the Jews. Allusion is 
made to it in Numbers xxvi. 55, 56; 
Joshua xviii. 1-10; 1 Samuel xiv. 41, 42; 
1 Chronicles xxiv. 5; Proverbs xvi. 33; 
xviii. 18. There are cases where choice 
is so difficult to be made, or where it seems 
of so little consequence how it is made, 
that men leave them to be determined by 
lot. It is evident that this method never 
should be resorted to where moral princi- 
ple is involved, and we believe the cases 
are but few where it would not be better for 
the human will to make the choice. 

3. The Descent of the Holy Spirit. Ten 
days after the ascension, on the day of 
Pentecost, one of the three great Jewish 
festivals, that event occurred in Jerusalem 
known as the descent of the Holy Spirit. 
The apostles were assembled together, ‘‘ and 
suddenly there came a sound from heaven, 
as of a rushing mighty wind, and it filled 
the house where they were sitting, and 
there appeared unto them cloven tongues, 
like as of fire ; and it sat upon each of them, 
and they were all filled with the Holy 
Ghost, and began to speak with other 
tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance.” 
In one sense, this was a wonderful event: in 
another sense, it was not wonderful; just as 
in one sense it is wonderful how a blade of 
grass grows, and in another sense not won- 
derful at all. If we believe that Jesus 
Christ had special authority from God, that 
he rose from the dead and ascended on 
high, that he promised while on earth the 
gift of the Holy Spirit to his disciples, it is 
not strange that that Spirit should come, 
nor strange that material manifestations 
should accompany its coming. That God 
should pour out his Spirit abundantly on 
those to whom was intrusted the Gospel 
message, that he should do it at a particu- 
lar time and in a particular place, and that 
he should think the occasion worthy of an 
outward demonstration, is, to us, not sur- 
prising. 

4. The Speaking with Tongues. The 
speaking with tongues, which seems to 


THE TEACHER’S GUIDE. 


have been an effect of the outpouring of the 
Holy Spirit, is a subject beset with difficul- 
ties. Not that it would have been very 
strange, had the apostles, on such an oc- 
casion, been supernaturally empowered to 
speak foreign languages. But is that what 
the account in the Acts means? Here is 
the difficulty; and it is far from being a 
slight one. The following views have been 
taken of the speaking with tongues : — 

1. That the gift of speaking all the lan- 
guages of the world was bestowed once for 
all upon the apostles as a permanent endow- 
ment to fit them for their apostolic office. 

2. That a miraculous effect was produced 
on the speakers, but not on the hearers, the 
apostles speaking in their usual manner, 
and the hearers each supposing that he 
heard in his own language. 

3. That those who spake were not the 
apostles, but Persian and other Jews, speak- 
ing their own languages, who were mistaken 
for Galileans, speaking foreign languages. 

4. That while the speaking with tongues 
was by the apostles, they did not speak 
foreign languages, but merely uttered inar- 
ticulate sounds, peculiar to their ecstatic 
state of mind. 

5. That they spake foreign languages, 
being miraculously empowered to do so, on 
this occasion, and on this occasion only. 

Against the first of these views there is 
the objection that there is no evidence that 


the apostles permanently spoke foreign lan- — 


guages, while there is good reason to sup- 
pose that they usually spoke in their native 
tongue. 

Against the second of these views there 
is the objection that the account in the 
Acts plainly says that they ‘‘ began to speak 
with other tongues as the spirit gave them 
utterance.” 

Against the third of these views there is 
the objection that 7 is absurd. If, in a 
promiscuous crowd, on one of our great 
holidays, any of us should hear the French, 
German, Italian, and Spanish languages 
spoken, we should at once conclude that 
Frenchmen, Germans, Italians, and Span- 
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iards were speaking them, and, however | 


excited we might be, should not think that 
they were spoken by a few Swedenborgians 
or Quakers in the crowd, unless we saw 
that it was really so. 

The fourth of these views has something 
in its favor, and it is between this and the 
fifth that we must choose. The apostle 
Paul, in the First Epistle to the Corinthians, 
bas much to say about speaking with 
tongues, and classes it among the spiritual 
gifts possessed by the primitive Christians. 
But evidently the speaking with tongues to 
which he refers, and of which he must have 
had full knowledge, for he ‘‘ spake with 
tongues more than they all,” was not speak- 
ing foreign languages. The speaking with 
tongues to which he alludes was the indis- 
tinct utterance of prayer and praise. It 
was spoken to God rather than to men. It 
was, not understood by men, unless inter- 
preted. It edified the speaker, but not the 
church. It was a gift inferior to prophesy- 
ing (teaching), far inferior to love, and 
to be used sparingly and cautiously. 

But do Paul and Luke allude to the same 
gift, and did they understand it in the same 
way? Many critics think so; Neander and 
Stanley, among others. But, after making 
every reasonable effort to find that Luke’s 
speaking with tongues is the same ‘ gift” 
that Paul describes, we confess to failure. 
The rule is to interpret the more obscure 
text or statement by the plainer one, but 
in this case both seem to be plain. Luke 
says, in terms that need not be mistaken, 
that the apostles spoke foreign languages 
on the day of Pentecost; while Paul says, 
in words whose meaning is equally clear, 
that some of the early Christians had the 
‘* sift” of speaking not unto men, but unto 
God, for no man understood them; for their 
own edification, not for that of the church; 
and that the ‘‘ gift” was of less account 
than that of teaching,— which he would 
not have said, had it included teaching, as 
preaching the gospel by the miraculous use 


of foreign languages assuredly would have 
done. 


The last of the five views of the speak- 
ing with tongues remains to be considered. 
We have no doubt that Luke meant to 
convey the idea that on the day of Pen- 
tecost the apostles spake foreign languages, 
and different dialects of those languages, 
—one this, and another that. But are 
we to infer that they actually spake in the 
manner ascribed to them in the Acts, or 
that the author, writing more than thirty 
years after the event took place, inserted 
an exaggerated account, either oral or 
written, which had come down to him? 
There is no reason to suppose that he wit- 
nessed the scenes of the day of Pentecost. 
We do not hear of him until more than 
twenty years after they occurred. May it 
not have been that the speaking with 
tongues on that day was of the kind which 
Paul describes in the First Epistle to the 
Corinthians, but that an incorrect account 
of it, in some way, reached Luke? We 
should incline strongly to this opinion, were 
it not that the event must have been re- 
garded by the apostles, as it has been by 
all Christians since, as a very prominent 
and important one. They must have al- 
luded to it often, and itis hardly to be sup- 
posed that Luke did not hear them give an 
account of it more than once, or that he 
was not careful to record their account cor- 
rectly. 

To us, the most reasonable conclusion 
seems to be that the author of the Acts 
rightly ascribes to the apostles the speaking 
in foreign languages on the day of Pente- 
cost. We suppose that on that occasion 
they were miraculously but transiently en- 
dowed with this gift. We need not add 
that we suppose Paul, in the First Epistle 
to the Corinthians, to allude with equal cor- 
rectness to a different gift, one which he pos- 
sessed himself, and which prevailed in the 
primitive church. 

REFERENCES. The following works 
may be consulted on Unitarian views of the 
Holy Spirit: Ehiot’s ‘‘ Doctrines of Chris- 
tianity ;” Peabody’s ‘‘ Lectures on Chris- 
tian Doctrine;” Farley’s ‘‘ Unitarianism 


56 


Defined; ” Metcalf’s ‘‘ Letter and Spirit.” 
The following treat in an able manner of 
the speaking with tongues: Olshausen’s 
«“ Commentary ;” Stanley’s ‘‘ Essay on the 
Gift of Tongues and the Gift of Prophesy- 
ing,” in his “Commentary on the Epistles 
to the Corinthians” (published also in 
Noyes’s ‘Collection of Theological Es- 
says”); Neander’s ‘‘ History of the Plant- 
ing and Trajning of the Christian Church ; ” 
Schaff’s *‘ History of the Primitive Church ; ” 
‘¢ Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible.” 


LESSON XVI. 
Acts II. 14-47. 


In the last lesson, attention was called to 
four points: The ascension of Christ from 
the Mount of Olives forty days after his 
resurrection; the choice of Matthias by 
lot to fill the place left vacant by Judas; 
the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on the 
disciples on the day of Pentecost, accom- 
panied by a sound from heaven like ‘‘a 
rushing mighty wind,” and an appearance 
of ‘* tongues of fire” distributed on them ; 
and the effect produced by the Spirit on 
the apostles in causing them “ to speak 
with other tongues.” 

This last scene will be pursued some- 
what further in the present lesson. 

When the multitude heard the apostles 
‘‘speak with other tongues,” all were 
amazed and in doubt; some asked what 
it meant; “‘ others, mocking, said these men 
are full of new wine.” Upon this, Peter, 
always foremost of the twelve, ‘‘ lifted up 
his voice” in defence of the apostles and 
their cause. He repelled the charge of 
drunkenness on the ground that it was but 
nine o’clock in the morning, and therefore 
absurd to accuse them of it. He said that 
what they saw and heard was the fulfilment 
of God’s prophecy of what should ‘‘ come 
to pass in the last days;” that God was 
pouring out his spirit on his children, and 
that signs and wonders properly accom- 
panied the act. He went on to say that 
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Jesus came among them, and attested his 
divine commission by working miracles 
which they had witnessed ; that they, though 
not without the predetermined consent of 
God, had put him to death on the cross ; 
but that God had raised him from the dead, 
that he had ascended to heaven, and that 
thus had been fulfilled the words of David 
concerning him. He assured them that 
this Jesus whom they had slain was God’s 
appointed Messiah, the rightful ruler of 
men. 

They were stung by his words. Their 
sense of guilt led them to entreat the apos- 
tles, saying, ‘‘Men and brethren, what 
shall we do?” 

Peter’s reply must not escape our atten- 
tion. He said to them, ‘‘ Repent and be 
baptized, every one of you, in the name of 
Jesus Christ, for the remission of sins; and 
ye shall receive the Holy Ghost.” : 

The following questions may be asked 
with propriety at this point: 1. What is 
it to repent? 2. Why was it necessary for 
those whom Peter addressed to repent ? 
3. Is repentance needful for us? 4. Why 
was baptism essential for those whom Peter 
addressed P 5. Is it essential for us? 
6. What are we to understand by ‘the 
remission of sins”? 7. Were all converts 
to Christianity to receive the Holy Spirit 
to the same extent as the apostles? ; 

1. What is it to repent? The Greek 
word translated in our version of the New 
Testament by ‘‘ repent ” signifies to change 
one’s mind. © It includes not merely sorrow 
for the past, but change of purpose for the 
future. It denotes reform as well as re- 
gret. True repentance may be said to con- 
sist in these four steps: 
row for past wrong-doing. 
of our sorrow to God. 3. A forsaking of 
the wrong we have done. 4. Patient con- 
tinuance in well-doing in the future. 

2. Why was it necessary for those whom 
Peter addressed to repent? Simply because 
they had done wrong ; they had regarded 
religion as a form rather thana life. They 
had not heeded properly the works, teach- 


1. Genuine sor- 
2. Confession 
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ings, and claims of Christ. ‘They had vio- 
lated the laws of God. Peter, it will be 
observed, did not pronounce them sinners 
because they had fallen in Adam, nor did 
he pronounce them totally depraved. It 
will be observed, also, that the way he 
prescribes to enable them to escape from 
sin and its consequences is not faith in a 
vicarious atonement, but simply repentance 
and another condition, in that age essen- 
tial: baptism in the name — or as the disci- 
ples — of Jesus Christ. 

3. Is Repentance needful for us? Re- 
pentance is as needful for us as for those to 
whom Peter preached. Men in this age, 
as they have in all others, sin. Repentance 
is now, as it was in Peter’s time, the condi- 
tion of pardon and newness of life. No 
easier way has been found. No harder 
one has been prescribed. No other has 
been substituted for it. The speculations, 
the devices of men, have nearly buried 
this simple condition beneath theological 
schemes; but, notwithstanding, it remains 
the plain teaching of the Gospel. 

4. Why was Baptism essential for those 
whom Peter addressed? How did it help 
the early converts to Christianity, or help 
the Christian cause, for them to have water 
applied to their bodies, to be sprinkled by 
it, or dipped into it? Why they needed to 
repent is clear; but why was this other 
condition added? Or, to vary and extend 
the question a little, Why does the New 
Testament say: ‘‘ Except a man be born 
of water and of the spirit, he cannot enter 
into the kingdom of God,” — ‘‘ He that be- 
lieveth and is baptized shall be saved,” — 
“* Arise, and be baptized, and wash away 
thy sins”? Evidently, we think, because 
baptism had been adopted by the early 
Christians as an outward symbolical ex- 
pression of their belief. None were bap- 
tized but those who believed Jesus to be the 
Christ, and all who did so believe found it 
needful to avow their belief by this form 
of initiation into the Christian Church. 
The act signified repentance and faith; 
conversion from an old religion, and con- 


57 


fession of a new one. When Peter said, 
‘Repent and be baptized,” bis meaning 
was, Repent and publicly confess that Jesus 
is the Christ. When Jesus said, ‘‘ Except 
aman be born of water and of the spirit, 
he cannot see the kingdom of God,” his 
meaning was that one must confess be- 
fore the world his faith in Christ, and 
possess purity of heart, in order to be a 
subject of that reign of holiness and 
truth which he had come to establish. 
How could it be otherwise? Every 
one will concede that inward purity was 
needful, and it must be clear after a mo- 
ment’s reflection, that in that age public 
confession of faith was equally needful, — 
that one could not be at heart a follower 
of Christ, and remain nominally a Jew or 
a Gentile. He must comply with the only 
recognized mode of avowing the disciple- 
ship he had chosen. But, with the prog- 
ress of the ages, baptism has lost much 
of its original significance. As early as 
the second generation of Christians, it no 
longer stood for all that it did in the first; 
for those of the first had their children 
baptized before they were old enough to 
make a profession of faith for themselves. 
They promised to train them into the faith 
and practice of the Christian religion, and, 
although the promise was more likely to be 
kept than at the present day, it was not 
certain to be kept, nor was it certain that 
the parent’s efforts would be successful. 
5. Is Baptism essential for us? In our 
age of the world, baptism is not the only 
nor the chief sign of either nominal or tiie 
discipleship. It does not follow that one 
is not a Christian because he has not con- 
formed to this ordinance. It is appropriate 
that those who have not been baptized in 
infancy should comply with this rite when 
they unite with the church, and that parents 
should consecrate their children in baptism, 
—just as it is appropriate that marriage 
and burial services should be observed, — 
but the rite has not that efficacy which a 
mistaken application of Scripture leads 
many to attach to it; nor is it as essential 
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and full of meaning as it was when the 
Christian religion was first preached, and 
the Gospels and Epistles were written. 
The full force of what Christ and his 
apostles say about baptism was designed 
to be temporary in its application. The 
ordinance ceased long since to be an essen- 
tial one: it remains an appropriate and 
beautiful one. 

6. What is meant by ‘ Remission of 
Sins”? Peter assured the multitude that 
repentance and confession by baptism that 
Jesus’ is the Christ would bring them the 
‘remission of sins.” What are we to 
understand by this phrase? Simply for- 
giveness, pardon. The terms of the Gospel 
are, ‘Repent, and you shall be forgiven.” 
But what are we to understand by forgive- 
ness? Not that all the consequences of 
the penitent’s guilt will be blotted out, but 
that he will be regarded by his heavenly 
Father in as favorable a light as though he 
never had sinned. The’ consequences he 
has incurred by the violation of law must 
remain: the displeasure of the beneficent 
Parent whom he has wronged has been re- 
moved. His transgressions are effaced 
from God’s book of remembrance, however 
long and severe the inevitable results of 
violated law may prove. 

7. Were all Converts to Christianity to re- 
ceive the Holy Spirit to the same eatent as 
the Apostles? Peter promised those whom 
he addressed, that, after they had obtained 
forgiveness, they should receive the Holy 
Spirit. Did he mean that it would be 
Been them in the measure that it had been 
bestowed on the apostles? Obviously not. 
The Holy Spirit is not given alike to all. 
No one is entirely without it, and no one 
has it in all its fulness. The apostles had 
some of it when they were Jews in belief: 
and pursued their secular callings with no 
thought of the higher calling that awaited 
them. They had more of it after the Mas- 
ter had bidden them follow him, and they 
had obeyed his summons, and learned of 
him Jessons in faith and love. They had 
still more of it after the Pentecostal 


THE TEACHERS 


GUIDE . 


shower; but even then not so much as 
he unto whom it had been given ‘‘not by 
measure.” We must not suppose that they 
were above mistake in opinion or deed. 
Facts show that they were not. As for 
those who received the Gospel from them, 
and those who received it from the Great 
Apostle to the Gentiles, they had the gift 
of the Holy Spirit in various degrees. So 
it has been since their time, and so it will 
be in time to come. 

We learn that, as the result of Peter’s 
preaching, about three thousand persons 
believed and were baptized. Of the mode 
of baptism practised in the early church we 
may speak hereafter. We learn that the 
new believers ‘‘ continued steadfast in doc- 
trine, and fellowship, and in breaking of 
bread, and in prayers.” We learn further 
that all they that believed were together, 
and had all things common; and sold their 
possessions and goods, and parted them to 
all men, as every man had need. Of this 
community of goods we shall speak when 
the subject again comes up, at the end of 
the fourth chapter. 

REFERENCES. On the significance of bap- 
tism in the early church, see Paley’s sermon 
on ‘* Caution recommended in the Use and 
Application of Scripture Language” (Pa- 
ley’s Works; Sermons on Public Occasions; | 
Sermon I.); also, Dewey’s discourses on 
the ‘‘ Original Use of the Epistles ” (Dewey’s 
Works, Vol. IIl.). For Unitarian views 
of repentance and forgiveness, see tracts | 
published by the American Unitarian Asso- 
ciation, entitled ‘‘ Repentance the Condi- | 
tion of Forgiveness;” ‘‘ Repentance the | 
Ground of Forgiveness ; ” ‘‘ Forgiveness; ” | 
also, Burnap’s ‘‘ Christianity: its Essence / 
and Evidence ” (Discourse XII.) ; Clarke’s | 
“Christian Doctrine of the Forgiveness of | 
Sin;” and Ware’s ‘Inquiry concerning | 
the Christian Religion,” Vol. II. Ch. XX. 


Man is glorious and happy, not by what | 
he has, but by what he is. He can receive ¢ 
nothing better or nobler than the unfolding y 
of his own spiritual nature. — Channing. 
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LESSON XVII. 
Acts III. 


TuHE next event recorded in the Acts is 
the cure by Peter of a man lame from his 
birth, who was laid dai'y at the gate of the 
temple called the Beautiful, to ask alms of 
those who passed through. Seeing Peter 
and John about to enter the temple, he 
asked alms of them. They looked on him, 
and bade him look on them. He obeyed, 
expecting to receive something from them; 
and something he did receive. Peter, al- 
though he had neither silver nor gold to 
give, was the means of bestowing on him 
what was far better. Inthe name of Jesus 
of Nazareth, he bade him arise and walk. 
Then he took him by the hand, and lifted 
him up, and he went with them into the 
temple, ‘‘ walking and Jeaping and praising 
God.” The man was cured, and the peo- 
ple, when they saw it, wondered. Peter 
seized the opportunity thus afforded him 
to address them. He said that this mira- 
cle had not been performed in the apostle’s 
own name, but in the name of Jesus, whom 
they had slain. He reminded them that 
when Jesus had been brought before Pilate, 
he was ready after a hearing to release him, 
but that they desired the release of a mur- 
derer instead of this Just and Holy One. 
He exhorted them to ‘‘ repent and be con- 
verted, that their sins might be blotted 
out,”— language similar to what he had 
used on the day of Pentecost. Thus he 
proclaimed again the prominent Christian 
doctrine that repentance is the condition of 
forgiveness, although we find that now, in- 
stead of exhorting the people to repent and 
be baptized, he exhorts them to repent and 
become converted. The two words, ‘“re- 
pentance” and ‘‘ conversion,” have nearly 
the same meaning, and refer to the same 
phase of Christian experience. To repent, 
as we saw in the last lesson, is to change 
our mind, —to be sorry for wrong that we 
have done, to confess our sorrow, to break 
away from the wrong, and to pursue what 
is right. What more is conversion? Is 
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not this, also, a change in our feelings, pur- 
poses, and life? 

The address of Peter reported in this 
chapter is essentially the same as that re- 
ported in the last. In both he presents 
essentially the same doctrines. We wish 
to call attention to two omissions from these 
discourses, which are quite unaccountable, 
if the system of theology known as Evan- 
gelical be true. Peter in both these dis- 
courses addressed men whom he thought 
guilty. He addressed them as sinners. He 
proved that they were sinners, yet in neither 
discourse did he say any thing to the effect 
that Jesus Christ died in the sinner’s stead. 
The doctrine that would be preached with 
such confidence and emphasis by nine-tenths 
of the Protestant clergy to-day, if called 
to address such an audience, was entirely 
omitted by the chief of the twelve apostles 
only ten days aftcr his master had left the 
earth. The sermon of Peter’s that con- 
verted three thousand people has not one 
word in it about a vicarious atonement, or 
any thing akin to it. This is the more re- 
markable, if that doctrine be true, because 
so much is said in it about the death of 
Christ, considered as an event which the 
Jews in their wickedness had caused. If 
Peter believed the doctrine, why did he not 
preach it on an occasion when to have done 
so, would have been the most natural thing 
in the world. 

There is another doctrine omitted from 
these discourses, and the omission of it is 
equally unaccountable, if Peter believed it 
true. When we recall the names and titls 
which the apostle applied to his Master 
in these two addresses, we find that they 
amount to nearly half a score. He calls 
him ‘‘ Jesus,” God’s ‘‘Son Jesus,” ‘‘ Jesus 
of Nazareth, a man approved of God,” 
‘** Christ,” ‘‘ Jesus Christ,” ‘* Lord and 
Christ,” ‘‘ Jesus Christ of Nazareth,” 
‘The Prince of Life,” ‘‘A Prophet like 
unto Moses,” ‘‘The Holy One and the 
Just;” but in not one instance does he 
call him ‘‘God,” or ‘‘God the Son,” or 
‘‘the Second Person in the Trinity.” If 
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Peter had believed the doctrine concerning 
Christ’s nature and person, commonly held 
in the Christian world at the present day, 
is it likely that he would have omitted all 
terms which express that belief? Those to 
whom he preached were believers in the 
simple unity of God. It was no part of 
their belief that the Messiah would be God 
himself. They never so much as dreamed 
of the doctrine of the Trinity. One of the 
prominent objects of the apostle in these 
discourses was to let them know who Jesus 
was, yet we do not find that he even hinted 
that he was God from heaven. We can 
account for his failure to do so only on the 
supposition that he did not believe the doc- 
trine now preached concerning the nature 
and person of Christ. 

ReFERENCES. On the doctrine of Christ’s 
nature and person, see Norton’s ‘ State- 
ment of Reasons,” Wilson’s ‘‘ Illustrations 
of Unitarianism,” Peabody’s ‘‘ Lectures on 
Christian Doctrine,” ‘‘ Farley’s Unitarian- 
ism Defined,” Eliot’s ‘* Doctrines of Chris- 
tianity,” ‘‘ A New Discussion of the Trin- 
ity.” On the Atonement, see the works 
of Peabody, Farley, and Eliot, named 
above; also, Ware’s ‘‘ Inquiry concerning 
the Christian Religion,” Clarke’s ‘‘ Truths 
and ‘Errors of Orthodoxy,” and Dewey’s 
Works, Vol. III. There are many tracts 
on both these subjects published by the 
American Unitarian Association. 


THE UNITARIAN REVIEW AND 
° RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE. 


Turs excellent periodical is issued month- 
ly at No. 3, Tremont Place, Boston, by that 
veteran publisher, Leonard C. Bowles, 
who published Unitarian books enough to 
make asmall library before most of us were 
born, and who has never ceased to give 
Unitarian publications to the world by 
means of the press. It is ably edited by 
Rey. J. H. Morrison, D.D., and Rev. H. 
H. Barber ; assisted by Rev. H. W. Foote, 
Rev. C. H. Brigham, and Mrs. Charles 
Lowe. ‘The January number contains 
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articles on ‘‘ State and Church in Ger- 
many,” by D. A. Wasson; ‘‘ The Inter- 
national Exhibition of 1876,” by A. A. 
Livermore; ‘‘ The Business Situation,” by 
John C. Kimball; ‘‘ The Unitarian Denom- 
ination and Temperance,” by John H. 
Heywood; A sermon on ‘ Everlasting 
Youth,” by E. H. Sears; also, Editorial 
Correspondence, by J. H. Morrison, Edi- 
tors’ Note Book, and Review of Current 
Literature. Articles are promised on 
‘¢ Davidson’s New Testament,” by Ezra 
Abbott; ‘The Christianity of the Epis- 
tles to the Corinthians,” by Rufus Ellis; 
‘Washington and the Provincial Army,” 
by Grindall Reynolds; ‘‘ The Presidency 
of John Quincy Adams,” by C. C. Smith; 
‘‘ The German Bible,” by C. W. Wendte; 
Mr. Fisk’s ‘“‘ Cosmic Philosophy,” by C. C. 
Everett; ‘‘ The Spread of Christianity,” 
by James De Normandie; ‘‘ Method in 
Religion,” by F. H. Hedge; “ History of 
Modern Theology in Holland,” by P. H. 
Wicksteed; ‘‘The Free Church of Scot- 
land,” by J. B. Green, and other articles 
by other writers. If this array of names and 
subjects is not a sufficient ‘‘ notice” of the 
Review, we do not know what would be; 
and if it does not draw a five-dollar bill 
— the subscription price — from the pocket 
of more than one of our readers, we do not 
know what will. A Review so able, and so 
indispensable to the Unitarian denomina- 
tion, ought to have a much larger list of 
subscribers, 


Rey. S..H. Winkirey of Boston has 
been elected one of the directors of the 
Unitarian Sunday-School Society, in place 


of Rev. E. H. Hall of Worcester, resigned. _ 
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will be published monthly by the Unitarian Sunday 
School Society, at seventy-five cents per year for single 
subscriptions. Sunday schools will be supplied at the | 
rate of sixty cents a year per copy. 

The SuNDAY SCHOOL Lessons are sold at the rate 
of one dollar a hundred. : 

Address Rey. GEORGE F. PrrpER, 7 Tremont Place, , 
Boston, 
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SUNDAY-SCHOOL LESSONS. 


Issued by the Unitarian Sunday-School Society, 7 Tremont Place, Boston. - 


Sea; NO. LV. 


FEBRUARY, 1876. 


Lessons 14-17. 


LESSON XIV. 


(FEB. 6.] 
THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 


SCRIPTURE READINGS. 
Luxe I. 1-4; Acts I. 1-5. 


GOLDEN TEXT. — For John truly baptized 
with water, but ye shall be baptized with the Holy 
Ghost not many days hence. 


HISTORICAL OUTLINE. 


The Book of Acts was written by Luke, 
Time of writing : Probably A.D. 63. 
Place of writing : Prebably Rome. 

Design of the Book: To give an account 
of the spread of Christianity from the as- 
cension of Christ to the imprisonment of 
Paul at Rome. 

Period: From about A.D. 30 to A.D, 63, — 
33 years. 

Written for Theophilus, and probably other 
converts from heathenism to Christianity. 

Divisions of the book: : 

I. Christianity among the Jews, — Chap- 
ters I.-VIII. 

Ii. The spread of Christianity among the 
Gentiles, — Chapters VITI.-XII. 

Ill. The life of Paul. — Chapters XIII.- 
XXVIII. 

(PRIMARY. ) 


1. What four accounts have we in the New 
Testament of the life of Jesus? 

The Gospels according to Matthew, Mark, Luke, 
and John. 

2. What else did Luke write? 
pe wrote the. bvok called the Acts of the Apos- 
tiles. 

8. Who were the apostles ? 

Men chosen by Jesus to be his friends and keep 
him company. 

4. What else did he chouse them for? 

Lo preach the Christian religion. 

5. How many apostles did Jesus have while on 
earth ? 

He had twelve. 

6. What wicked act did one of the apostles 
commit ? 

He betrayed Jesus for thirty pieces of silver. 

7. Would you like me to tell you about the be- 
trayal of Jesus ? 

8. What was the name of the apostle who be- 
trayed Jesus? ‘ 

His name was Judas Iscariot. 


9. Would you like to know the names of all 
the apostles ? 

10. Was another chosen in place of Judas? 

There was. 

11. What was his name? 

His name was Matthias. 

12. Who else is called an apostle, in the New 
Testament ? 

Paul is called an apostle. 

13. What two apostles do we learn most about 
in the Book of Acts? 

Peter and Paul. 


(INTERMEDIATE. ) 


14. How long after the ascension of Christ did 
Luke write the Book of Acts? 

Probably about 33 years. 

15. How much is known of Luke ? 

Itis known that he was a physician, that he was a 
convert from heathenism to Christianity, and that 
he accompanied Paul on some of his juurneys. 

16. What tradition is there about Luke? 

That he was a painter. 

17. How is it known that Luke wrote the Book 
of Acts? 

By the testimony of several Christian writers 
in the second century. 

18. What other evidence have we that he was 
the author? 

There is very strong evidence that he wrote the 
Gospel that bears his name; and it is universally . 
agreed among Biblical scholars that the Gospel of 
Luke and the Acts of the Apostles had the same 
author. 

19. Was Luke an eye-witness of all that he 
relates in the Book of Acts? 

He was not. He saw only a part of what he re- 
lates about Paul, and perhaps nothing of what he 
relates about the other apostles. 

20. As a companion of Paul, would he learn 
many things about him of which he was not an 
eye-witness ? 

21. By meeting the other apostles would he 
learn much about them and the work in which 
they were engaged ? 

22. Are there good reasons to suppose that Luke 
in composing the Book of Acts made use of earlier 
writings ? 

It is almost certain that sketches had been made 
previously of some of the things related, and that 
Luke made use of them. 


(ADVANCED.) 


The Book of Acts a supplement to the Gospel 
according to Luke. 
Evidences that it was written by Luke. 
His sources of information. 
Time and place of writing. 
ae different theories about the object of the 
ook. 
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Does not give an account of the ‘‘acts’’ of all 
the apostles, but chiefly of Peter and Paul. 
General divisions of the Book. 


FOR A GENERAL EXAMINATION AND REVIEW. 


. By whom was the Book of Acts written ? 

. In what year? 

. At what place ? 

. What object had Luke in writing it ? 

. For whom did he write it ? 

. Over how long a period does the history 
contained in it extend ? 

. Of how many divisions does the Book con- 


sist ? 
8. Of what does the first division treat? 
9. What chapters are occupied by it ? 
10. Of what does the second division treat ? 
11. What chapters are occupied by it? 
12. Of what does the third division treat ? 
13. What chapters are occupied by it? 
REFERENCES. All Bible dictionaries contain 
an article on the Book of Acts. All commentaries 
on the Book contain some account of its author- 
ship, divisions and design, the time and place of 
writing, &c. So do all Introductions to the New 
Testament. In Higginson’s ‘Spirit of the Bible,’”’ 
—a work which teachers and older scholars may 
read with profit, —there is a good article on the 
Acts of the Apostles (Vol. II. pp. 846-392). 
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LESSON XV. 


[Frs. 13.) 


SCRIPTURE READING. 
Acts I. 6-Il. 13. 


GOLDEN TEXT. — But ye shall recewe power 
after the Holy Ghost is come upon you; and ye shall 
be witnesses unto me, both in Jerusalem and in Ju- 
dea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part 
of the earth. 


HISTORICAL OUTLINE. 


Time: Probably A.D. 30, 

_ Tiberius, Emperor of Rome. 

Pontius Pilate, Governor of Judea. 

The ascension of Christ from the Mount of 
Olives, forty days after the resurrection. 

Matthias chosen an apostle in place of Ju- 
das. 

The descent of the Holy Spirit in Jerusa- 
lem, at Pentecost, ten days after the ascen- 
sion. 

The apostles speak with other tongues, as 
the Spirit gives them utterance, 


(PRIMARY. ) 


1. What took place forty days after Jesus rose 
from the dead? 

He left the earth and went to heaven. 

2. What took place ten days after Jesus went 
toheaven? 

The Holy Spirit was given to the apostles. 
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3. On what day was this? 

The day of Pentecost. 

4. What was the day of Pentecost? 

Jt was a great Jewish festival, at which they 
celebrated the end of harvest. 

5. What is meant by the Holy Spirit ? 

The spirit of God. 

6. Had Jesus promised his apostles that they 
should receive this spirit ? 

He had. 

7. Did they have any of this spirit before the 
day of Pentecost? 

They had. 

8. What then is meant by their receiving the 
Holy Spirit on that day ? 

That it was given them in a greater measure. 

9. Does everybody have some of the Holy 
Spirit ? 

Yes. There is no one entirely without it. 

10. Ought we all to try to gain more of it? 

11. How can we gain more of it? 

12. What day commemorates the descent of the 
Holy Spirit ? 

Whitsunday. 


(INTERMEDIATE. ) 


13. Was Jesus seen by many people and on 
many occasions after he rose from the dead? 1 
Cor. xy. 3-8. 

14. Can you give any reasons for his ascension ? 

15. To what place did the aposties return after 
the ascension of Christ ? 

16. By what method did they choose one to fill 
the place of Judas? Acts i. 26. 

17. Was this a common method of determining 
questions among the Jews? 

18. Is it right to determine questions involving 
moral principle in this way ? 

19. What happened on the day of Pentecost 
next following the ascension? Acts ii. 1-4. 

20. Is there any evidence that the Holy Ghost, 
or Spirit, is a person distinct from God ? 

21. What evidence is there that the Holy Spirit 
is not a person ? 

In the Greek Testament, it is always spoken of 
in the neuter gender, except in three or four in- 
stances where it is personified. 

22. What other evidence is there to the same 
effect ? 

It is spoken of in the Bible as “poured out,” 
“ shed forth,” and in other terms not applicable to 
@ person. 

23. What wonderful effect did the descent of 
the Holy Spirit produce ? 

24. Does it seem to you that foreign languages 
were spoken on this occasion ? 

25. If foreign languages were spoken, how 
many ? 

Ewe, — Persian, Syriac, Arabic, Greek, and 
Latin. 

26. How many dialects? 

Fifteen. 

27. How did it happen that so many people 
from different parts of the world were in Jerusa- 
lem at this time ? 

28. Can you give any account of the different 
provinces named ? 

29. What does Paul say about ‘‘ speaking with 
tongues”? 1 Cor. xii. 7-11, 28-80; xiii. 1, 8; 
Xiv. 1-28, 39. 

80. Does it seem to you that Luke and Paul 
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differ in their accounts of the ‘speaking with 
tongues’? ? 

31. If you find that they differ, what is the 
difference ? 

82. How do you account for the real or appar- 
ent difference between them? 


(ADVANCED.) 


The accounts of the ascension, in Mark xiv. 19, 
Luke xxiv. 50-53, and Acts i. 9-12. 

The need of this event. 

The fate of Judas. 

The election of Matthias. 

The descent of the Holy Spirit. 

The meaning of the event. 

A fulfilment of Christ’s promise. 

Unitarian and Trinitarian views of the Holy 
Spirit. 

The different theories of the ‘‘ speaking with 
tongues.”’ 

The. account of the ‘‘ speaking with tongues ”’ 
in the Acts compared with Paul’s account of the 
“ gift of tongues’’ in the First Epistle to the 
Corinthians. 


FOR A GENERAL EXAMINATION AND REVIEW. 


1. In what year did the events related in the 
first and second chapters of Acts take place? 
2. Who was Emperor of Rome at that time? 
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Three thousand persons believe and are 
baptized. | 

Christian believers have “all things com- 
mon.” 


(PRIMARY.) 


1, What was the last lesson about ? 

2. What did you learn about the Holy Spirit ? 

8. At which of the Jewish festivals did the. 
apostles receive the Holy Spirit in a much larger 
measure than they had possessed it before ? 

At the feast of Pentecost. 

4. What did some of the people say of the 
apostles when they heard them *‘ speak with other 
tongues’? ? 

Lhey said that they were full of new wine. , 

5. What did they mean by this? 

6. What did Peter say in reply ? 

That they were not drunken, for it was only the 
third hour of the day. 

7. What hour was that? 

Nine o'clock in the morning. 

8. What else did he say to them? . 

That what the prophet Joel suid would come to 
pass was taking place. 

9. What else did he say to them? 

That if they would repent and be baptized, they 
should receive the Holy Spirit. 

10. How many repented and were baptized? 

About three thousand. 

11. Ought all of us to repent of wrong that we 


3. Who was Governor of Judea? 

4, How long after the resurrection of Christ did 
the ascension occur ? 

a Who was chosen an apostle in place of Ju- 
das 

6. How many days after the ascension of Christ 
did the descent of the Holy Spirit take place? 

7. When and on what occasion did this event 
occur ? : 

8. What remarkable effect did the descent of 
the Holy Spirit produce on the apostles ? 

9. What effect was produced on the people 
when they heard the apostles ‘‘ speak with other 
tongues ’’? 

REFERENCES. Older scholars, who wish to be 
well prepared for their recitations, should consult 
the ‘* Teacher’s Guide,”’ or some commentary on 
the “ Acts.” The best for their use are those by 
Livermore, Page, and Barnes. A Bible diction- 
ary is also an excellent help. 


LESSON XVI. 


[FEB. 20.] 


SCRIPTURE READING. 
Acts II. 1447. 


GOLDEN TEXT. — Then Peter said unto 
them, Repent and be baptized, every one of you, in 
the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of 
ss and ye shall receive the gift of the. Holy 

Ost. 


HISTORICAL OUTLINE. 


Peter, on the day of Pentecost, speaks in 
defence of the apostles. 


He preaches repentance and baptism for 
the remission of sins. 


do? 
(INTERMEDIATE. ) 


12. What did Peter say about Jesus, and the 
way the Jews treated him? vy. 22-24. 

13. Do you think Peter believed he was talking 
about God himself in this allusion to Jesus? 

14. Does the phrase ‘** determinate counsel and 
foreknowledge of God,’’ in verse 23, mean more 
than his predetermined consent ? 

15. What is meant by ‘‘hell,’’ in verse 27? 

16. Will you repeat the Golden Text? 

17. What is it to repent ? 

18. Why was it necessary for those whom 
Peter addressed on this occasion to repent ? 

19. What is it to be baptized in the name of 
Jesus Christ ? 

20. Why was it necesary for those whom Peter 
addressed to be baptized ? 

21. Is baptism in our age of the world an es- 
sential rite, or only a beautiful and appropriate 
one? * 

22. What is the difference between ‘‘the re- 
mission of sins” and ‘‘ the forgiveness of sins’? ? 

23. What is said in verses 41-47 ? 


(ADVANCED. ) 


Peter’s application of prophecy. 

His beliet' about Christ. 

His allusions to the resurrection of Christ. 

The need of repentance, then and now. 

The significance of baptism, in that age and in 
this. 

The meaning of ‘‘in the name of Jesus Christ,” 
and ‘‘ for the remission of sins.” 

The Holy Spirit given to different persons in 
different measures. . 

The effect of Peter’s preaching. 

He sets forth two of the leading doctrines of 
Unitarian Christianity, — that Jesus was “a 
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man approved of God,” and that repentance is 
the condition of forgiveness. 


FOR A GENERAL EXAMINATION AND REVIEW. 


1. What did the Jews celebrate on the day of 
Pentecost ? 

2. What name do Christians give to this day ? 

3. What occurred on the Pentecost next after 
the resurrection of Christ ? 

4, Did the apostles speak in their usual way on 
that occasion ? 

5. What did some of the people say when they 
heard them ‘‘speak with other tongues’? ? 

6. Who spake in defence of the apostles ? 

7. What did he preach to the people ? 

8. How many believed and were baptized ? 

9. What is said of those who believed ? 


LESSON XVII. 


[FEB. 27.] 


SCRIPTURE READING. 
Acts III. 


GOLDEN TEXT. — Unto you first, God having 
raised up his Son Jesus, sent him to bless you, in 
turning away every one of you from his iniquities. 


HISTORICAL OUTLINE. 


Peter cures a man Jame from his birth. - 

The people are astonished. 

He preaches that repentance is the ¢on- 
dition of forgiveness, and that Jesus Christ 
was sent by God to redeem men from sin, 


(PRIMARY. ) 


1. Where did Peter and John go one day at the 
ninth hour? 

They went into the temple. 

2. What time of day was the ninth hour? 

Three o’cluck in the afternoon. 

8. What was one of the gates of the temple 
called ? 

The Beautiful. 

4. Who lay at this gate? 

Aman who had always been lame. 

5, What did he ask of Peter and John? 

He asked money of them. 

6. What did they tell him to do? 

To look on them. 

7. Did he do so? 

He did. 

8. Why did he do so? ; 

Because he expected to receive some money. 

9. What did Peter say to him? 

Silver and geld have I none; but such as I have 
give I unto thee. 

10. What else did he say to him? 

In the name of Jesus of Nazareth, rise up and 


walk, 

11. What happened to the man when Peter 
took him by the hand and raised him up? 

His feet and ankle bones received strength. 

12. Where did he go with Peter and John? 

He entered with them into the temple, walking 
and leaping, and praising God. 

18. Was this better than money ? 


SUNDAY-SCHOOL LESSONS. 


14. How many things can you think of that 
are better than money ? 
15. Why are they better? 


(INTERMEDIATE. ) 


16. When the people wondered at the cure of 
the lame man, what did Peter say? vy. 12. 

17. In whose name did he say that he had 
wrought the cure? v. 16. 

18. Of what did he tell the people they were 
guilty? vv. 14, 15. 

19. What did he exhort them to do? vy. 19. 

20. Does repentance imply conversion ? 

21. What is it to have our “‘ sins blotted out’? ? 

22. What did he set forth as the condition of 
forgiveness ? 

23. Did he present essentially the same condi- 
tion on the day of Pentecost? ch. ii. 38. 

24. Does this seem to be a prominent doctrine 
with him? 

25. Has he said any thing about a vicarious 
atonement ? 

26. Why has he not preached this doctrine ? 

27. Will you repeat the Golden Text ? 

28. seal does Jesus “turn us from our iniqui- 
ties’’ 1 

29. What terms has Peter thus far applied to 
Jesus? ch. ii. 22, 32, 36; iii. 6, 14, 15, 20, 22, 26. 

30. How many times has he called him God? 

31. How many times has he called him the 
second person in the J rinity ? 
hoe Why has he not applied these terms to 

im 

33. Did the Jews believe that the Messiah, or 
Christ, when he came, would be God himself ? 

34, Did they believe in the Trinity ? 

35. If Peter had believed that Jesus was “God 
the Son, the second person in the Trinity,’’ would 
he not have found it necessary to preach it to the 
Jews very plainly and very often? 


(ADVANCED.) 


The cure of the Jame man. 
The amazement of the people. 
The cure performed *‘in the name of Christ.’ 
The Jews guilty of putting this Just and Holy 
Being to death, and desiring the release of a mur- 
derer instead. 
Repentance the condition of their forgiveness, 
and the forgiveness of all. 
Repentance and conversion. 
“The times of restitution of all things.” 
The prophets. 
Peter’s views of prophecy. 
‘*A prophet like unto Moses.”’ 


FOR A GENERAL EXAMINATION AND REVIEW. 


1. By what name was one of the gates of the 
temple called ? 

2. Who was laid daily at this gate? 

3. For what purpose was he laid there ? 

4. Did Peter give him money ? 

5. Did he help him in any way ? 

6. What effect did Peter’s cure of the lame 
man have on the people? 
mae whose name did Peter say he had cured 

im 

8. What did he preach as the condition of for- 
giveness ? 

9. For what purpose did he say God had sent 
Jesus Christ into the world? 


